Being nonbinary and only attracted to men. What a complicated thought. What do you even call 
that? Well, it isn’t gay. I’m not a man. It isn’t straight either. I’m not a woman. It’s definitely not bi, 
I’m only attracted to men. It’s this separate area. Something outside of the usual spectra 
between “Heterosexual” and “Homosexual”, but still completely and only monosexual. Diamory: 
The attraction of nonbinary persons to binary ones. Di meaning “Twice”, or “Double”. Which is 
applicable because our placement on these spectrums lays on the same side of gay men and 
straight women, on another plane where lines are drawn for nonbinary people aswell. Another 
level. A double. Our attraction to one gender is the midpoint between homo and heterosexuality. 
In the sense that it isn’t entirely either because of our gender, not because of the type of 
genders we are attracted too. As a duosexed (“or Intergender’) type Nonbinary person who is 
viramoric; | am attracted to only men, that’s the solid part. However, i'm not a woman so men 
aren't the same gender as me. They’re only ‘half way’ the same gender as me. I’m not a man, 
so men aren't the opposite gender as me. They’re only ‘half way’ the opposite gender as me. 
my attraction is equally as heterosexual as it is homosexual; to the point where it is neither. 
These terms are not applicable because they are opposing and countradictory. The sum of 
these halves is double those halves. Geometrically on a graph this would be the median. For 
someone who is nullsexed or “Agender’”, this person is not attracted to the same gender 
because they have no gender to be the same as. They are not attracted to the opposite gender 
because, again, they have no gender to be opposed to theirs. Duoseexed 
(“Intergender/bigender”), and Nullsexed (“Agender’), people are both equally homo and 
heterosexual, but in opposite ways. That is where diamory comes into play. Our attraction is on 
the same end of a spectrum that has different definitions depending on the gender of the person 
placing themself. Where for a woman they would be “Heterosexual”, but for a man 
“Homosexual”. That’s the Di-ness, the “Double” of it all. That leaves for us only one thing. Hoe to 
label this type “Di-amoric” attraction. The kind that only applies to our attraction to men. 
Viramoric. It’s such an interesting word. The latin root “Vir” translates to “Man”. “Amor” translates 
to “Love”. It means in rough translation “The love of men”. Though don't get that mistaken, this 
label is only meant to describe nonbinary people. It can be shortened in so many different ways. 
“Viram’, “Viy”, “Viric”. Genuinely it can be fun to speculate about how this term can be changed 
and altered as it is adopted into future language. It’s an interesting little bit of terminology. 
Though, it’s different from other identities, in that it isn’t ended with the suffix “Sexual”. It can, 


there are alternative terms like “Virsexual”, and “Virromantic” for those who may fall under the 
split model of attraction. It can be smoothly shaped and restructured to meet the language 
needs of society at large, as well as the rest of the LGBT community. One may think, “Isn’t 
gender identity and sexual orientation different?” Well, you would be correct, you just 
misunderstand what that means. Sexual orientation is how your gender relates to other people’s 
gender in a sexual context. It isn’t gender in that being heterosexual isn’t a woman thing and 
being homosexual isn’t a man thing, and vice versa. Your gender does not dictate the gendered 
subject of your sexual attraction. However, for all sexual identity labels, it reveals information 
about one’s self. A “Lesbian” is a woman, who only finds herself attracted to woman. The 
gender of the person Identifying as a lesbian is a part of their sexual identity label. It does not to 
be specified because it already is. A male presenting person who calls himself “Gay” you can 
reasonably assume is a man, who is only attracted to men. Someone dating a woman who calls 
themself straight you could assume is a man, and vice versa. The same goes with Viramoric. 
We aren’t men, and we aren’t women. We don’t fit into these definitions, because they were not 
designed for us. Which is why it is important for us to adopt new terms and educate people on 
them. But why do we need these terms? Nonbinary people are often shoved out of 
conversations, or shoved into a binary gender category when other’s discuss us. Particularly in 
discussions of sex, romance, and Sexual/Romantic Identity. Which is often our sex assigned at 
birth. This is Enbyphobic and Transphobic. We are not men or women, and that needs to be 
recognized as well as addressed. We are not “Man-lite” or “Woman-lite”, we are not “Soft boys” 
or “Soft girls”, We are completely separate from the binary genders. Stop trying to shove us 
back into the binary by enforcing that we use labels like “Gay”, “Straight”, and “Lesbian” simply 
because they are the labels that you understand. This is an attack on our identities and our 
livelinoods. That is why labels like “Viramoric” and “Feminamoric” (Which can be shortened to 
“Fenam” or “Fena’), The nonbinary attraction to only women, exist. One may ask why we do not 
use terms like “Toric”, or “Androsexual” to describe ourselves instead? Toric: “Nonbinary people 
who are attracted to men’, is not an exclusive sexual identity. Someone who is toric can be 
attracted to women, other nonbinary people, or anything else regardless of gender. As long as 
they are attracted to men aswell. The only thing it specifies is a nonbinary attraction to men. 
Furthermore, one can be it’s opposite label, “Trixic”, and still be toric at the same time. These 
labels do not directly contradict eachother like “Gay” and “Straight” do. Which makes them 
inadequite for those with monosexual attraction. As for androsexuality, this term is not a very 
descriptive term at all. Androsexuality is the attraction to masculinity. It is not specific to men. 
This attraction can also be from anyone, regardless of gender. Masculine men, Tomboys, and 
TomBirls. Pretty much anyone who wears pants. This is not good enough for us when we are 
exclusively attracted to men, and desire our gender to be specified in our identity labels like the 
mainstream labels do. If we are only attracted to men, we are only attracted to men. Men who 
can be feminine, androgynous, or masculine. Specifically not women, and specifically not other 
nonbinary people. Reguardless of how they dress, which is completely separate from gender, 
which we are attracted too. Furthermore, by forcing us into labels that anyone of any gender can 
use, you are erasing the nonbinary part of our attraction. Every relationship we are in is going to 
be a queer relationship. Even if they aren’t a “Homosexual” relationship, they are still queer in 
that they aren’t “Heterosexual”. We have our own particular struggles with dating and sex that 
binary people simply do not have. Like the aforementioned struggle with having to date people 


who may not be ready to accept their relationship as a queer one. Since our dysphoria is very 
complicated, sometimes more complicated than binary dysphoria, we tend to end up in 
uncomfortable situations when engaging in sexual interactions. Our partners often view us as 
one of the binary genders in their heads and it can be very damaging to our mental health. This 
perticular issue is amplified when you date (or have sex with) a man who identifies as “Gay”. It 
feels as if we are being pushed into the “Man or man substitute” box. It pushes us into a 
“Man-lite” or a “Soft boy” category. This ignores and discredits our nonbinary-ness. Therefore by 
disguising our attraction in labels not tailored to nonbinary people, you erase that part of who we 
are when discussing sex, sexuality, and romance. Completely closing off discussions of 
nonbinary people in romantic or sexual relationships. Taken into account all of these grievances 
with the other labels available for us to use it’s easy to come to a conclusion about proper 
terminology. Viramoric is the perfect label to describe this exclusive attraction. It points out 
exactly what our gender is, exactly who we are attracted to, and exactly who we/they are not. It 
acknowledges your particular struggles in relationships and our specific experiences that we 
can never share with gay, lesbian, or straight people. This makes it a perfect descriptor, which is 
the only purpose of labels. To describe. A label is simply a name. Just like an apple is a fruit, 
and is also a dicot; a nonbinary person who is exclusively attracted to men is Viramoric. The 
definition is a perfect snug fit for any of us. One grievance one could have with this label is that 
it, and all other diamoric labels are not very well known. They do not exist in the social 
commons. This is because of their position as neolabels. The only way we can fix it is by using 
them, educating people on them, and proudly brandishing them wherever we go. That is why | 
and many others have chosen this as our sexual, and/or romantic identity label. It is also why 
we are proud to be viramoric. Why we decorate ourselves with it’s beautiful flag, and sing our 
songs with it’s beautiful name. WIth eloquence and grace, | have lain out clearly exactly what 
viramory is. With some give, and some take, this is all one may need to know about the identity 
label. 


